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Pa9e 3 , ■ rt f ot the a—nts to the claims can be found in 
changes. Support for the a ^ ^ pa?e 

the specification at, inter alra page , s tQ the 

:n " " 5 »• nou pending in the subject applicatlon ' 

* r F R §1.121, applicants annex 
<- ^ t-he requirements of 37 C.F.K. si- 
" as K^:: I a markup version of the amende, claims. 

pnta set forth below, applicants maintain that 
In vie w of the s a ;! - — and respe ctfully 

the Examiner s re.ectio wit hdraw same, 

request that the Examiner reconsider 

17-21 33 34, 37 and 38 under 35 
The Examiner rejected claims ' ' chintala e t al (Cancer 

0 s C. 8102(b) as allegedly anticipated by 
Lett 103:201-208, 1996) ("Chintala"). 

In response to the -miner, rei^ 

38, but without conceding the correctnes renderin g the 

out that these claims have been canceled, 
rejection thereof moot. 

rpiection of claims 
F urther. applicants respectfuily traverse the re^ec 

17 , 19-21 and 34. 

n , no 21 and 34, as amended, provide a method for 
Claims 17, 19 " 21 3 \ n t to inhibi t turner cell spreading, 

evaluating the ability of an agen . admixing with cell 

Claim 17, in relevant part, recites the step 
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» » an effective amount of an agent * 
culture media an effecti extracellular matrix 

interaction .between a tumor cell and 

molecule." 

• <- ^ instant invention, it would have 
For a reference to anticipate the instant 

to teach all the elements thereof. 

■ , to teach each and every element of the claimed 

Chintala faxls to teach ^ ^ Qf „ admixing 

me thod. ^P-^^- 1 -;^:^^;;;^ amount of an agent tnown to 
with cell culture media an effec extracellular 

inhibit t h e fraction = — *~L* cannot teaCh 

matrix molecule. ability of an agent to inhibit 
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n 91 33-35, 37 and 38 under 35 
The Examiner also rejected claims 17-21, (pNftS 
„ s c. 8102(b) as allegedly antrcrpated by 
89:1557-1561, 1992) (-'Softer"). 

In response to t h e region claims - 

-r:rr rrrr. — — — 

the rejection thereof moot. 

Fu r th er, applicants respect.lly tracers, to. Section - — 
17, 19-21, 34 and 35. 

^^.ri arp discussed above. 
Claims 17, 19-21, 34 and 35, as amended, are 
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softer fails to teach each and every element of the claimed method 
Specifically, 11*. Chintala, Softer fails to teach the step of 
-admixing with cell culture media an effective amount of » agent 
Known to' inhibit the interaction between a tumor cell and an 
extracellular matrix molecule," and thus, applicants maintain 
Softer fails to anticipate the claimed invention. 

Th e Examiner also reacted claims 37 and 38 under » ".S-C.^b) 
as allegedly anticipated by each of U.S. Patent »o 5 81, 
rR uoslathi»), and U.S. Patent No. 5,767,071 ,-Pallandmo ,. 

xn response to the Examiner's rejections of claims 37 and 38, but 
without conceding the correctness thereof, applicants again point 
out that these claims have been canceled, thereby rendering the 

rejections thereof moot. 

in view of the above remarks, applicants maintain that claims 17, 
19 -21, 34 and 35 satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) . 

n ation Und^ W n.S.C. S11 ? *»cond Paragraph 

, ■ n 91 -}3-35 37 and 38 under 35 
The Examiner rejected claims 17-21, 33 3b, 

0 s C §112, second paragraph, as allegedly indefinite. 
Specifically, the Examiner asserted that it is unclear what 
comprises "a local cellular environment" in this context. 

in response to the Examiner's rejection of claims 18, 33, 37 and 
38 but without conceding the correctness thereof, applicants again 
point out that these claims have been canceled, thereby renderxng 
the rejection thereof moot. 
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cellular environment." 

" " -sc. n c r §112, second 
al?n r eiected claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. 
The Examiner also re 3 ecre f . ra ii v the Examiner 

v, *s alleqedly indefinite. Specifically, r 
paragraph, as al±egea y relative term, which 

asserted that the term "small molecule is a 
renders the claim indefinite. 

, „ Hnri hut without conceding the 
I» response to the Examiner's reaction, but 

correctness thereof, applicants pent out that 

does not recite the tern, "small molecule." 

■ of the above remarks, applicants maintain that claims 17. 
In view of the aoovw §112, second 

19 -21, 34 and 35 satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 

paragraph. 
Summary 

„, set forth hereinabove, applicants respectfully 
For th . reas „s set or ^ ^ ^ and 

request that, an 

that the application proceed to issuance. 

i~i k~ r,f assistance in advancing 
If a telephone interview would be of unde rsi 9 ned 
f thP subiect application, applicants 

Pr ° SeCU T in ; t t h E liner to telephone them at the nu.ber 

attorneys invite uie 

provided below. 
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ixth the filing of this 



No fee is deemed necessary in connection wj 
Amendment. However, if any fee is required, authorization is hereby 
given to charge the amount of ' such f^e to Deposit Account No. 03- 
3125. 
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Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 
1450, Ale^ndria, VA 22313-1450. 



Alan J. Morrison 
Reg. No. 37,399 
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John P. White 
Registration No. 28,678 
Alan J. Morrison 
Registration No. 37,399 
Attorneys for Applicants 
Cooper & Dunham LLP 
1185 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10036 
Tel. No. (212) 278-0400 




Marked-up Version of the Claims 

L7. (amended) A method for evaluating the ability of an agent to 
inhibit tumor cell' spreading [invasion in a local cellular 
environment] which comprises: 

(a) admixing with cell culture media an effective amount of 
an [the] agent known to inhibit- the interaction between a 
tumor cell and an extracellular matrix molecule ; 

(b) contacting a tumor cell in cell culture with media from 
step (a) ; 

(c) determining the amount of spreading of the tumor cell in 
the cell culture^ [,] and 

(d) comparing the amount of spreading of the tumor cell 
[culture] determined in step (c) with the amount 
determined in the absence of the agent, thus evaluating 
the ability of the agent to inhibit tumor [invasion in 
the local cellular environment] cell spreading . 

21. (amended) The method of claim 17, wherein the agent comprises 
a peptide, a peptidomimetic, a nucleic acid, a synthetic 
organic molecule, an inorganic molecule, a carbohydrate, . a 
lipid, or an antibody or fragment thereof [or a small 
molecule] . 

34. (amended) The method of claim 11_ [21], wherein the 
extracellular matrix molecule is a laminin, a fibronectin, an 
amphoterin, a cadherin, an integrin or a hyaluronic acid. 



